
56o 7THE BRITISH MEDICAL 7OURNAL. [Oct. 4, 1879.

CORRESPONDENCE,
THE VICTORIA UNIVERSITY.

SIR,-I read the letter of " Quoits" upon the " Victoria University"
with very great regret. I was one of the first to sign the protest
against the establishment of another licensing body. It was against the
addition of a twentieth licensing power, and not against the Manchester
school, that the protest was directed. I object to the terms in which
the writer has thought proper to stigmatise the distinguished men who
signed the protest, and which protest was signed by a large portion of the
leaders of the profession all over the kingdom. The Liverpool men can
afford to ignore the attack thus made upon them ; but I feel that it is
unjust, and ought not to have been made anonymously. I ask, there-
fore, for the insertion of this reply.
Allow me one word regarding the University of London. It used to

be considered the Medical University. I am sorry to find that, to some
extent, it is abdicating its functions ; and, by striving to be beyond the
reach of the many, is driving Englishmen across the borders and over
the Irish seas for a degree. I would not have it supposed that I wish
to lessen the prestige of my own University ; but I feel that it is not the
liberal University that it ought to be; and that, by making the examin-
ation for a degree in medicine unattainable except by the few, the
Senate are falling into a serious mistake. The degree in medicine of
the University of London ought to be sought for by the majority of Eng-
lish medical students.
There is something wrong in this which requires consideration and

amendment. It cannot be a fair reason why a new University should
be required for the purpose of granting degrees in medicine, when
the University of London exists, which can grant degrees to men who
are educated in Manchester or elsewhere.

Perhaps some of our associates will ventilate this question, and inform
us why men go to Edinburgh, Aberdeen, Dublin, and other Universi-
ties out of the kingdom, instead of taking the London degree.-I am,
sir, your obedient servant,

ALFRED CARPENTER, M.D.Lond.
Croydon, September 22nd, I 879.

SIR,-It is much to be regretted that your correspondent " Quoits"
does not divulge his name, and-what is all-important in a controversy
like the present-the place from whence he writes. If he, as he implies,
has not before heard of the Liverpool School of Medicine, the sooner he
pays it a visit, and makes himself acquainted with its varied resources
and extensive teaching power, the better. Far be it from my intention
to underrate the splendid roll of Professors attached to the Owens
College; but I for one have yet to learn that such enviable and brilliant
distinctions, as those enumerated in your correspondent's letter, are
altogether essential to good teaching capacity and success in a school of
medicine.
My object in writing, however, is to say that our opposition. to the

granting of medical degrees to the new Northern University was chiefly
due to the absence of any generous recognition of our school amongst
others on the part of the promoters of the scheme. The proposal con-
tained in the draft charter has, I think, never appeared in the JOURNAL
in its entirety: viz., that, for the new degree in medicine, attendance
upon lectures and hospital practice at other schools of medicine ap-
proved by the University, should be recognised, provided that candidates
should have studied Arts and Sciences in a College affiliated to the
University. Now, as no other College, so far as I know-not except-
ing our own flourishing Yorkshire College-is likely to be able to comply
with the terms of affiliation for at least some years to come, this simply
meant that students who intended to take the new degree must go to
Owens for certain classes. The effect this would have had must be
obvious. Most men who wished for the degree would naturally drift
to the University itself (whether they would otherwise have selected it
as a medical school or not), simply because it was a sine qud non that
certain elementary studies should be undertaken there.
As to whether an English popular degree in medicine is or is not de-

sirable is a point I do not intend to discuss, now that the Privy Council
has decided against it. The facility with which the Liverpool petition
was got up, at such short notice, proved how wide-spread was the feel-
ing against the granting of such an additional degree, at all events at
the present time. We believed that the efforts of those who favoured
the scheme were at least peculiarly ill-timed, pending possible legisla-
tion; and while a Select Committee of the House of Commons was con-
sidering the question of medical degrees generally, at the very time the
application on behalf of the Victoria University was made.

Whether, sir, under the above circumstances, our motives and course
of action have merited the remarks which have been lavished upon them
in the JOURNAL, we may leave for others to judge. We feel that, for
many years, our school, like others in the North, has done good honest
work-long, in fact, before Owens College itself was founded or thought
of-and we felt that we had, therefore, a right to expect to be placed,
so far as was practicable, upon an equal footing with our more wealthy
and fortunate neighbour, whose claims, however, seem not so paramount
as to entitle it to the monopoly it sought to obtain,

I am, sir, yours obediently, CHARLES J. WRIGHT,
Reeistrar and Lecturer on Physiology,

Leeds, Sept. 22nd, 1879. Leeds School of Medicine.

DR. CRAWFORD AND COMPETITIVE ARMY MEDICAL
EXAMINATION.

SIR,-Dr. Crawford seems to think he has shown that competitive
examinations for the Army Medical Service are wrong, because there
arc no such examinations for civil hospital appointments. If, he asks,
open competitive examinations are good for military medical services,
why are they not equally so for civil hospital, etc., appointments?
But the fact of there being no similar examinations for civil hospital
appointments can by no kind of logic be converted into a proof that
they are not good for military services. The reverse of the proposition,
viz., that there ought to be examinations for civil hospital appoint-
ments because there *are such tests for military services (for anything
Dr. Crawford shows to the contrary), follows equally as well from his
premises. But the truth is, his inference is plainly fallacious. Candi-
dates for civil hospital appointments are, in fact, subjected to severe
public competitive examination. Let me ask Dr. Crawford, is it not a
fact (nowadays, at all events) that men elected to hospital appointments
in this metropolis are men who have proved their capacity for the work
they undertake? The tests by which they have been tried were not
by pen and paper at Burlington House,, nbr by bedside reviewings.
Nevertheless, they were to all intents and purposes a severe competi-
tive examination. I do not think Dr. Crawford will, on consideration,
deny this. He knows well the sort of men who fill hospital appoint-
ments, and that their antecedents justify their election.
The exact views, however, which Dr. Crawford holds as to military

competitive examination are only obscurely indicated. He clearly re-
gards them as obstructions in his way. He objects to that which is,
but does not say what it should be. He "concurs" in the opinion (I
suppose of his department) that it " deters competent men from offering
themselves as candidates for the army". But here I may fairly ask,
How was such opinion arrived at? It assumes that Dr. Crawford
knows, antecedent to examination, what a competent man is; or, that
he has examined and found competent rejected candidates, or medical
men who have not had courage to face the competitive examination.
Now, I venture to think that Dr. Crawford should have told us what
he proposes to substitute for the present system of examination vwhat
is his standard of a competent man; and should also have told us how
he comes to know that competent men have been rejected, or dared not
face the examiners. Dr. Crawford refers to the words of Dr. Parkes,
that the examination in question surpasses all others in severity, except
that of the University of London. But surely Dr. Parkes said this to
show that thereby competent men were obtained; he never meant them
to be used by Dr. Crawford as a proof of the examinations ,being
wrong because too severe. Of course Dr. Crawford does not mean
this either; but some readers may suppose, from the way the words
are placed, that Dr. Parkes thought on this point as Dr. Crawford
does.

But then, again, as it seems to me, Dr. Crawford contradicts him-
self. He says: " I do not think the present high standard of profes-
sional qualification required from those who desire to enter the public
services should be lowered." But how, without lowering it in some
directions, can you remove those stumbling-blocks, which, as he says,
"deter competent candidates"? Dr. Crawford can only explain this
apparent contradiction by telling us plainly what those stumbling-blocks
are, and what he means-the "quid novi rectius illis"-when he says:
" I think there is a method other than public competition as now con-
ducted by which this undesirable result" (lowering the standard) " may
be avoided." To this I say, " canzdiducs imperti". And, until he does
this, I think your readers will conclude, with me that his " method"
must be a lowering of the standard; and probably will also believe
that the lowering is desired, not because it is really too high, but be-
cause candidates are too few. Dr. Parkes knew well what he was about
in demanding a high degree of knowledge from army medical officers.
On them fall duties and responsibilities which do not come to civil
medical men. In civil life, medical men have medical neighbours to


